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Abstract
Background: There has been longstanding interesting in cognitive training for older adults with cognitive
impairment. In this study, we will investigate the effects of working memory training, and explore augmentation
strategies that could possibly consolidate the effects in older adults with mild neurocognitive disorder. Transcranial
direct current stimulation (tDCS) has been demonstrated to affect the neuronal excitability and reported to
enhance memory performance. As tDCS may also modulate cognitive function through changes in neuroplastic
response, it would be adopted as an augmentation strategy for working memory training in the present study.
Methods/Design: This is a 4-week intervention double-blind randomized controlled trial (RCT) of tDCS. Chinese
older adults (aged 60 to 90 years) with mild neurocognitive disorder due to Alzheimer’s disease (DSM-5 criteria)
would be randomized into a 4-week intervention of either tDCS-working memory (DCS-WM), tDCS-control
cognitive training (DCS-CC), and sham tDCS-working memory (WM-CD) groups. The primary outcome would be
working memory test – the n-back task performance and the Chinese version of the Alzheimer’s Disease
Assessment Scale – Cognitive Subscale (ADAS-Cog). Secondary outcomes would be test performance of specific
cognitive domains and mood. Intention-to-treat analysis would be carried out. Changes of efficacy indicators with
time and intervention would be tested with mixed effect models.
Discussion: This study adopts the theory of neuroplasticity to evaluate the potential cognitive benefits of
non-invasive electrical brain stimulation, working memory training and dual stimulation in older adults at risk
of cognitive decline. It would also examine the tolerability, program adherence and adverse effects of this
novel intervention. Information would be helpful for further research of dementia prevention studies.
Trial registration: ChiCTR-TRC-14005036 Date of registration: 31 July 2014.
Keywords: Alzheimer’s disease, Brain stimulation, Cognitive function, Neurocognitive disorder, Randomized clinical
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Background
The World Alzheimer’s Report and World Health
Organization (WHO) have highlighted dementia care as a
public health priority [1, 2]. Despite increased understand-
ing of putative pathological mechanisms, treatment op-
tions for dementia remains limited. Recent research has
suggested that factors that influence the integrity and
function of neuronal networks may help to resist the
emergence of disabling clinical symptoms. Interventions
that enhance neuroplastic response through stimulation
may impact on cognitive impairments and possibly at-
tenuate the trajectories of decline.
Cognitive impairment is the core syndrome of dementia.
It also determines the loss of independent functioning.
There has been long-standing interest as to whether cog-
nitive training, programs with structured training of spe-
cific cognitive domains would help to improve cognition
and function in people suffering from dementia [3–5]. In
a recent study and a systematic review, it appeared that
there was limited improvement in cognitive functions or
behavior measures associated with cognitive training in
people with dementia [6, 7]. However, other recent studies
suggested a possibility of transferring cognitive benefits
with working memory training paradigms. A working
memory (WM) training task, the Adaptive n-back task,
has recently been reported to offer improvements in cog-
nitive domains other than working memory, including
episodic memory and other measures of fluid intelligence
[8, 9]. Improvements in performance were also found in
older adults and were more marked in people with lower
baseline performance [10]. This suggested that the n-back
training has a potential to enhance cognitive reserve,
whereas individual differences may be modulated by one’s
capacity for neuroplastic response. However, replication
studies published in 2013 were less promising. Transferra-
ble cognitive benefits of n-back training beyond working
memory tasks have not been demonstrated [11, 12]. Apart
from differences in methodological designs, it is possible
that cognitive training is able to effect overall improve-
ment, but the transformation of underlying neuronal net-
works has been unstable. Before concluding that WM
training is not beneficial for overall cognitive improve-
ment, it is important to explore strategies that may aug-
ment and consolidate cognitive benefits.
Recent research suggests that non-invasive brain stimu-
lation might enhance cognitive function [13]. Transcranial
direct current stimulation (tDCS) is one promising option
for exploration. The tDCS device generates a small elec-
tric current (usually 1 mA to 2 mA) to specific areas of
the brain, and alters excitability of brain cells through
polarity-dependent stimulation. Anodal stimulation of the
brain areas generally enhances excitability, whereas cath-
odal stimulation reduces it. The manipulation of electrode
positions and polarity would lead to different regional
effects in brain areas. Anodal stimulation of the dorsal
lateral prefrontal cortex (DLPFC) and temporal areas have
been reported to enhance memory performance in healthy
young and older-aged volunteers. In people suffering from
Alzheimer’s disease (AD), recognition memory also ap-
peared to improve after tDCS and effects persisted for a
few weeks after intervention. A functional magnetic
resonance neuroimaging study (fMRI study) reported that
default mode network (DMN) activities in older adults
showed a tendency for reversal to the pattern of the young
adult volunteers after tDCS. This suggested possible
physiological effects of enhanced neuroplastic response
[14–19]. As for the safety and adverse event profiles, no
major or serious adverse effects of tDCS had been re-
ported in the past decade of research. The risk of inducing
seizure was minimal.
Available evidence suggests that cognitive training is
able to improve cognitive performance, at least in the
domain being trained. Specifically designed working
memory training may have an additional role of
transferrable cognitive benefits. This suggested that
our brain is responsive to mental stimulation with
enhanced function. Electrical stimulation to the brain
appeared to alter neuronal activities with correspond-
ing changes in cognitive and other brain functions. It
is possible that changes in neuroplasticity brought
about by electrical stimulation would modulate the
neural response to mental stimulation through cogni-
tive training. The present study aims to examine the
combined longer-term effects of tDCS working mem-
ory training, compared to single-modality intervention
of either tDCS or WM, on cognition function.
Methods/Design
A 4-week intervention (12-week observation) double-
blind randomized controlled trial (RCT) of tDCS. Par-
ticipants will be randomized into three groups:
1. The working memory (Adaptive n-back) training-
sham tDCS group (WM-CD).
Participants would receive 20 minutes of sham
tDCS, followed by 5 minutes of rest and 20 minutes
of Adaptive n-back training.
2. The tDCS-control cognitive training group
(DCS-CC).
Participants would receive 20 minutes of tDCS,
followed by 5 minutes of rest and 20 minutes of
controlled cognitive training with continuous
performance tasks.
3. The tDCS-working memory training (DCS-WM)
group.
Participants would receive 20 minutes of tDCS,
followed by 5 minutes of rest and 20 minutes of
Adaptive n-back training.
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The intervention would be of 4 weeks duration, with 3
training sessions (45 minutes) per week. All groups
would receive the same training schedule.
Participants and recruitment
Participants would be recruited through existing re-
search cohorts and local advertisements at older per-
sons’ social centers in Hong Kong. Informed consent
would be obtained from each eligible participant. In-
terested participants would first undergo a cognitive
and clinical assessment for mild neurocognitive dis-
order due to AD (MND-AD) before recruitment for
intervention. The cognitive assessment was derived
from previous studies of the research team [20]. Po-
tential participants would be assessed by psychiatrists
of the research team for eligibility.
Inclusion criteria are as follows:
1. Subjects from 60 to 90 years old;
2. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders, 5th edition (DSM-5) diagnosis of
MND-AD [18];
Exclusion criteria are set as:
1) Previous diagnosis of other major neurocognitive
disorders;
2) Past history of bipolar affective disorder or
psychosis;
3) Physical frailty affecting attendance at training
sessions;
4) Already attending regular cognitive training;
5) Taking a psychotropic or other medication known to
affect cognition (e.g. benzodiazepines, anti-dementia
medication, etc.);
6) History of major neurological deficit including
history of stroke, transient ischemic attack or
traumatic brain injury;
7) Significant communicative impairments
Aims and hypotheses to be tested
The present proposal aims to address the above ques-
tion with a paradigm having high potential for clinical
practice. The proposed neuroenhancement interven-
tion combined the dual approach of mental and elec-
trical stimulation. We hypothesized that
1. Adaptive n-back task training (with sham tDCS)
would be associated with improved test performance
in both working memory and other cognitive
domains.
2. Stimulation to the right temporal cortex by tDCS
(controlled cognitive training) would be associated
with enhancement of test performance in memory
and other cognitive domains. (Please refer to
Intervention paradigms for details).
3. The effects of improvement in global cognitive
domains would be comparable in single- modality
brain stimulation and Adaptive n-back training or
tDCS.
4. Combined tDCS and Adaptive n-back task
training would be associated with more significant
improvement in cognitive performance over
single-modality brain stimulation by either
Adaptive n-back task or tDCS.
Randomization procedure
This will be a double-blind RCT of tDCS. Participants
will be individually randomized into WM-CD, DCS-
CC, or DCS-WM groups. Randomization with blocks
of six would be adopted to ensure a balanced alloca-
tion of groups. The participants would be blind to
the tDCS status. The assessors for clinical outcomes
would be blinded to the randomization status. The
staff who perform the intervention would not know
the assessment results.
Definition of outcome measures (Appendix 1)
Primary outcomes
1. Working memory test – the n-back task performance
at baseline, fourth, eighth and twelfth weeks would be
recorded as a direct measure of improvement in task
performance.
2. Global Cognitive function would be measured by
the Chinese version of the Alzheimer’s Disease
Assessment Scale – Cognitive Subscale
(ADAS-Cog). This is a standard global cognitive
assessment for clinical intervention of AD. The
scale score ranges from 0 to 70, with increasing
scores indicating higher severity of global cognitive
impairment [21].
Secondary outcomes
1. Memory and language tests – logical memory,
10 minutes list learning delay recall, category verbal
fluency and trail-making tests would also be
evaluated to examine the effects of both tDCS and
working memory training on other cognitive
abilities [22].
2. The Chinese Neuropsychiatric Inventory (NPI)
[23] would be used to assess changes in
neuropsychiatric symptoms across different twelve
domains. In the current study, NPI would
evaluate potential mood and behavioral change,
especially mood and euphoria that may
theoretically be affected by tDCS administration.
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3. A checklist of potential adverse effects associated
with computer-based cognitive training and t-DCS
administration would be generated from available
literature reports. The checklist would be used to
monitor tolerability and adverse events throughout
intervention.
Intervention paradigms
1. Working memory (Adaptive n-back) and Control
cognitive training (Appendix 2)
n-back task is a continuous performance test pro-
posed by Kirschner for measurement of working
memory capacity. During the n-back task, subjects
are usually presented with a sequence of stimuli, and
required to indicate which stimulus matches the one
from n steps earlier in the sequence. Adaptive n-back
task refers to automatic adjustment of the level of dif-
ficulty of the task according to the accuracy of the
performance. Participants with high degree of accur-
acy would be advanced to another level of difficulty,
whereas a suboptimal performance would be adjusted
to an easier practice level [24, 25]. The Adaptive n-
back visual training paradigm (WM) is programed using
the E-Prime. The adaptive training offers a feedback
mechanism and has a higher demand for attention
throughout the training session. As the participants
are older adults with little previous computer experi-
ence and may be more limited in working memory
capacity, visual stimuli would be offered for training
at the initial five levels. The dual task with auditory-
visual stimuli would be offered after the participant
has passed the 6-back training. It is considered that
this approach would ensure higher motivation for
long-term practice.
The Control cognitive training (CC) would be a con-
tinuous performance test paradigm. This is considered
as an active control as the paradigm demands sustained
attention similar to the n-back task. However, it does
not offer training of the working memory component
embedded in the n-back task.
2. Transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS)
In each session, tDCS (DCS) would be administered
with a current strength of 2 mA for 20 minutes
(NeuroConn, DC-stimulator Plus, http://www.neuro-
conn.de/kontakt_en/). The decisions regarding the lo-
cation of stimulus and electrodes are made with
reference to a recent fMRI DMN study of Chinese
older adults with mild cognitive impairment (MCI) con-
ducted by the project team. In our study, subjects with
MCI were found to have reduced activity of the left tem-
poral lobe, but with increased activity of the right frontal
lobe (Shi et al., submitted). Anodal stimulation would be
applied to the left temporal cortex, positioned over
T3 and T4 according to the 10–20 electroencephalo-
gram (EEG) international system. The reference elec-
trode would be place over the right deltoid muscle.
The selection of non-cephalic reference electrode is
to avoid interference of compensatory brain networks
of the subjects with MCI. The electrodes used for tDCS
were 35 cm2 in area [26]. The sham tDCS (CD) schedule
would include 30 seconds of 2-mA electrical stimulation
to the temporal cortex; the electric current would then
stop while the device would be retained until the end of
the 20-minute period. Afterwards, the subject would rest
for 5 minutes before commencement of 20 minutes of
Adaptive n-back task.
Statistical analyses
Multilevel generalized linear modeling would be
employed to account for the correlations from
within subjects and different time points of measure-
ment. Baseline cognitive characteristics between
tDCS-working memory training (DCS-WM), tDCS-
control cognitive training group (DCS-CC) and
working memory training–-ham tDCS (WM-CD)
groups would be evaluated. Changes of cognitive
function and behavioral symptoms from baseline to
each follow-up point and intervention differences
would be tested with occasions (time points) at level
1 and subjects at level 2. Global cognitive function
between DCS-WM, DCS-CC would be made with
WM-CD (reference group). Covariates including
baseline differences would be entered in the regres-
sion model. Secondary analyses of specific cognitive
function would be performed to compute for group
differences in outcome. Incidence of adverse events
and characteristics of program adherence would be re-
corded. Statistical significance will be set at p < 0.05.
Bonferroni corrections would be adopted for adjust-
ment of multiple comparisons. Computations would be
performed using SPSS (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) for
windows version 20.0 and Stata (StataCorp, College
Station, TX, USA).
Sample size estimation
The sample size is estimated with using GPower 3.1.
Measurements would be evaluated comparing the
cognitive test performance across time and interven-
tion groups. The potential effect size of cognitive en-
hancement of the cognitive training and tDCS is
estimated from the findings of a cognitive activity
intervention conducted with older adults with MCI in
Hong Kong (2012). After 12 weeks, the 3 sessions of
weekly cognitive activity intervention was associated with
improvement in ADAS-Cog (11.3 ± 3.2 versus 8.8 ± 3.5),
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and delay recall tests (3.5 ± 2.3 versus 5.8 ± 2.1) (Cheng et
al., unpublished data). Sixteen subjects in each group will
be required to achieve a power of 0.8 in detecting
improvements with intervention. Assuming a medium
effect size of 0.5 of cognitive enhancement at the 12th
week in dual stimulation over single-modality interven-
tion, 51 subjects are required in each group. Taking into
account the dropout rate of 25 %, 64 participants per arm
should be recruited.
Ethical consideration
A psychogeriatrician who is familiar with mental capacity
assessment would assess mental capacity for participation
in this research. Participants would be recruited if they are
considered mentally fit to sign consent. First degree rela-
tives of participants will also be informed before interven-
tion. Ethics approval from The Joint Chinese University of
Hong Kong – New Territories East Cluster Clinical
Research Ethics Committee has been obtained, and the
protocol registered with the Center for Clinical Research
and Biostatistics, Clinical Trials Registry of the Chinese
University of Hong Kong and linked to the Chinese Clinical
Trials Registry (ChiCTR), World Health Organization –
International Clinical Trials Registry Platform (WHO-
ICTRP) China Primary Registry (ChiCTR-TRC-14005036).
The study will comply with the Declaration of Helsinki and
the Good Clinical Practice guidelines of the International
Conference on Harmonization of technical requirements
for registration of pharmaceuticals for human use (ICH-
GCP). The results will be reported according to Consoli-
dated Standards of Reporting Trials (CONSORT) Guide-
lines for non-pharmacological interventions.
Discussion
The present study aims to examine the cognitive effects of
working memory training in older adults with MND-AD,
and to evaluate whether the effects would be transferrable
to other cognitive domains. The findings, if positive,
would provide a basis for enhancement of cognitive
reserve through brain stimulation. Second, we would
also evaluate the cognitive effects of tDCS. The infor-
mation would help to address the impact of electrical
stimulation on brain function, which would bring in-
sights into therapeutic potential of other psychiatric
disorders associated with cognitive dysfunction. More
importantly, we hope to examine if adjuvant electrical
stimulation would consolidate the brain response
through manipulation of neuroplasticity. This would
provide directions for research in the neurophysio-
logical basis of synergistic brain stimulation of differ-
ent modalities.
From a clinical perspective, the current proposal
would serve as a Phase 2 non- pharmacological
intervention. It would examine the potential efficacy
of cognitive training, electrical brain stimulation, and
dual mental and electrical brain stimulation. The proposed
study would also examine the tolerability, program adher-
ence and adverse effects of this intervention in older adults.
As stipulated by a recent report by the Alzheimer’s
Australia, an intervention that delays the onset by 2 years
will reduce the prevalence of dementia by 13 % in 3
decades [27]. If the findings suggest potential positive
benefits, and with low risks, the proposed intervention
would provide a solid basis for further evaluation by further
Phase 3 clinical trials with implementation in clinical set-
tings for dementia prevention.
Trial status
Recruitment started in March 2015. Recruitment is
ongoing.
Appendix
Appendix 1
Table 1 Assessment schedule
Baseline assessment First follow-up (4th week) Second follow-up (8th week) Third follow-up (12th week)
ADAS-Cog V V V V
Cantonese MMSE V V V V
n-back test performance V V V V
Delay recall V V V V
Logical memory V V V V
Digit and Visual Span tests V V V V
Category Verbal Fluency Test V V V V
Trail-making test V V V V
Neuropsychiatric Inventory V V V V
Adverse event checklist V V V V
ADAS-Cog Alzheimer’s Disease Assessment Scale – Cognitive Subscale, MMSE Mini-mental State Examination
Cheng et al. Trials  (2015) 16:479 Page 5 of 7
Appendix 2
Abbreviations
AD: Alzheimer’s disease; ADAS-Cog: Alzheimer’s Disease Assessment Scale –
Cognitive Subscale; CC: Control cognitive training; ChiCTR: Chinese Clinical
Trials Registry; CONSORT: Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials; DCS-
CC: tDCS-control cognitive training; DCS-WM: tDCS-working memory
training; DLPFC: dorsal lateral prefrontal cortex; DMN: default mode network;
DSM-5: Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, 5th edition;
EEG: electroencephalogram; fMRI: functional magnetic resonance imaging;
ICH-GCP: Good Clinical Practice guidelines of the International Conference
on Harmonization; MCI: mild cognitive impairment; MoCA: Montreal
Cognitive Assessment; NPI: Neuropsychiatric Inventory; RCT: randomized
controlled trial; tDCS: transcranial direct current stimulation; WHO: World
Health Organization; WM: working memory; WM-CD: Sham tDCS-working
memory.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Authors’ contribution
CWL is the overall study principal investigator and responsible for overall
project design, data analysis, monitoring of recruitment and intervention. LS
and DW are responsible for development of the computer-based cognitive
training program, supervision of logistics of this part of intervention, extraction
of data and assisted in analysis. PWC contributed in the recruitment and writing
of the study protocol. SMC, DPM, WCC and STC participated in monitoring of
recruitment and intervention. All authors read and approved the final
manuscript.
Acknowledgments
This study received a grant from the General Research Fund for 2014/15 in
Hong Kong (Ref: 14108214).
Author details
1Department of Psychiatry, Tai Po Hospital, 9 Chuen On Road, Tai Po, Hong
Kong. 2Department of Psychiatry, The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Rm
G25, G/F, Multi-center, Tai Po Hospital, 9 Chuen On Road, Tai Po, Hong Kong.
3Department of Psychiatry, The University of Hong Kong, 3/F, HKJC for
Interdisciplinary Research, 5 Sassoon Road, Pokfulam, Hong Kong.
4Department of Health and Physical Education, Hong Kong Institute of
Education, Rm D4-2/F-03, Block D4, 10 Lo Ping Road, Tai Po, NT, Hong Kong.
5Department of Medicine and Therapeutics, The Chinese University of Hong
Kong, 9/F, Lui Che Woo Sciences Building, Prince of Wales Hospital, Shatin,
Hong Kong. 6Department of Imaging and Interventional Radiology, The
Chinese University of Hong Kong, Prince of Wales Hospital, Shatin, Hong Kong.
Received: 23 June 2015 Accepted: 6 October 2015
References
1. Prince M, Jackson J, editors. World Alzheimer Report 2009. London:
Alzheimer’s Disease International; 2009.
2. World Health Organization and Alzheimer’s Disease International. Dementia:
a public health priority, World Health Organization. 2012.
3. Herrera C, Chambon C, Michel BF, Paban V, Alescio-Lautier B. Positive effects
of computer-based cognitive training in adults with mild cognitive
impairment. Neuropsychologia. 2012;50:1871–81.
4. Lee GY, Yip CC, Yu EC, Man DW. Evaluation of a computer-assisted
errorless learning-based memory training program for patients with
early Alzheimer’s disease in Hong Kong: a pilot study. Clin Interv Aging.
2013;8:623–33.
5. Wolinsky FD, Vander Weg MW, Howren MB, Jones MP, Dotson MM. A
randomized controlled trial of cognitive training using a visual speed of
processing intervention in middle aged and older adults. PLoS ONE.
2013;8:e61624.
6. Bahar-Fuchs A, Clare L, Woods B. Cognitive training and cognitive
rehabilitation for mild to moderate Alzheimer’s disease and vascular
dementia. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2013;6:CD003260.
7. Zinke K, Zeintl M, Eschen A, Herzog C, Kliegel M. Potentials and limits of
plasticity induced by working memory training in old-old age. Gerontology.
2012;58:79–87.
8. Rudebeck SR, Bor D, Ormond A, O’Reilly JX, Lee AC. A potential spatial
working memory training task to improve both episodic memory and fluid
intelligence. PLoS ONE. 2012;7:e50431.
Fig. 1 Cognitive training paradigms (3 second trials – 20 trials per block for 20 blocks)
Cheng et al. Trials  (2015) 16:479 Page 6 of 7
9. Lilienthal L, Tamez E, Shelton JT, Myerson J, Hale S. Dual n-back
training increases the capacity of the focus of attention. Psychon Bull
Rev. 2013;20:135–41.
10. Heinzel S, Schulte S, Onken J, Duong QL, Riemer TG, Heinz A, et al. Working
memory training improvements and gains in non-trained cognitive tasks in
young and older adults. Neuropsychol Dev Cogn B Aging Neuropsychol
Cogn. 2014;21:146–73.
11. Thompson TW, Waskom ML, Garel KL, Cardenas-Iniguez C, Reynolds GO,
Winter R, et al. Failure of working memory training to enhance cognition or
intelligence. PLoS ONE. 2013;8:e63614.
12. Hicks KL, Fried DE, Hambrick DZ, Kane MJ, Engle RW. No evidence of
intelligence improvement after working memory training: a randomized,
placebo-controlled study. J Exp Psychol Gen. 2013;142:359–79.
13. Rabey JM, Dobronevsky E, Aichenbaum S, Gonen O, Marton RG, Khaigrekht
M. Repetitive transcranial magnetic stimulation combined with cognitive
training is a safe and effective modality for the treatment of Alzheimer’s
disease: a randomized, double-blind study. J Neural Transm. 2013;120:813–9.
14. Boggio PS, Ferrucci R, Mameli F, Martins D, Martins O, Vergari M, et al.
Prolonged visual memory enhancement after direct current stimulation in
Alzheimer’s disease. Brain Stimul. 2012;5:223–30.
15. Javadi AH, Cheng P. Transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) enhances
reconsolidation of long-term memory. Brain Stimul. 2013;6:668–74.
16. Stagg CJ, Lin RL, Mezue M, Segerdahl A, Kong Y, Xie J, et al. Widespread
modulation of cerebral perfusion induced during and after transcranial
direct current stimulation applied to the left dorsolateral prefrontal cortex.
J Neurosci. 2013;33:11425–31.
17. Meinzer M, Lindenberg R, Antonenko D, Flaisch T, Flöel A. Anodal
transcranial direct current stimulation temporarily reverses age-
associated cognitive decline and functional brain activity changes.
J Neurosci. 2013;33:12470–8.
18. Nitsche MA, Muller-Dahlhaus F, Paulus W, Ziemann U. The pharmacology of
neuroplasticity induced by non-invasive brain stimulation: building models
for the clinical use of CNS active drugs. J Physiol. 2012;590:4641–62.
19. Pilato F, Profice P, Ranieri F, Capone F, Di Iorio R, Florio L, et al. Synaptic
plasticity in neurodegenerative diseases evaluated and modulated by in
vivo neurophysiological techniques. Mol Neurobiol. 2012;46:563–71.
20. Lam LC, Lee JS, Chung JC, Lau A, Woo J, Kwok TC. A randomized controlled trial
to examine the effectiveness of case management model for community
dwelling older persons with mild dementia in Hong Kong. Int J Geriatr
Psychiatry. 2010;25:395–402.
21. Campbell M, Fitzpatrick R, Haines A, Kinmonth AL, Sandercock P,
Spiegelhalter D, et al. Framework for design and evaluation of complex
interventions to improve health. BMJ. 2000;321:694–6.
22. Am LC, Tam CW, Lui VW, Chan WC, Chan SS, Chiu HF, et al. Screening of mild
cognitive impairment in Chinese older adults – a multistage validation of the
Chinese abbreviated mild cognitive impairment test. Neuroepidemiology.
2008;30:6–12.
23. Kirchner WK. Age differences in short-term retention of rapidly changing
information. J Exp Psychol. 1958;55:352–8.
24. Cheng ST, Chow PK, Song YQ, Yu EC, Chan AC, Lee TM, et al. Mental and
physical activities delay cognitive decline in older persons with dementia.
Am J Geriatr Psychiatry. 2014;22:63–74.
25. American Psychological Association. Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental
Disorders (DSM-5). 2013.
26. Kuo MF, Paulus W, Nitsche MA. Therapeutic effects of non-invasive brain
stimulation with direct currents (tDCS) in neuropsychiatric diseases.
NeuroImage. 2014;85(Pt 3):948–60.
27. Vickland V, McDonnell G, Werner J, Draper B, Low LF, Brodaty H. A
computer model of dementia prevalence in Australia: foreseeing outcomes
of delaying dementia onset, slowing disease progression, and eradicating
dementia types. Dement Geriatr Cogn Disord. 2010;29:123–30.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 
• Convenient online submission
• Thorough peer review
• No space constraints or color ﬁgure charges
• Immediate publication on acceptance
• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar
• Research which is freely available for redistribution
Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit
Cheng et al. Trials  (2015) 16:479 Page 7 of 7
